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Título: La especificidad conductual de la violencia filio-parental. 
Resumen: La violencia filio-parental (VFP) es un tipo de violencia intra-
familiar que ha cobrado visibilidad social y científica en los últimos años.  
El objetivo de este estudio es analizar distintas formas de VFP y su relación 
con dos grupos de variables. Por un lado, el género, la edad, la estructura 
familiar, el curso, el rendimiento académico, el consumo de drogas, la fre-
cuencia de dicho consumo y el diagnóstico de psicopatología. Por otro la-
do, la exposición a la violencia, el calor parental, el autoconcepto, el sexis-
mo, el narcisismo y la psicopatía. Los participantes fueron 225 estudiantes 
de instituto, de 14 a 20 años, el 54.7% chicas. Las tasas de VFP fueron in-
feriores a las de estudios españoles previos pero semejantes a las de otros 
países. La mayoría de los participantes realizaron una sola conducta, insul-
tar, y la conducta de pegar nunca apareció sola, sino en combinación con al 
menos otras dos conductas. El análisis de los datos mostró que la capaci-
dad de las variables estudiadas para predecir la VFP varía para cada con-
ducta específica. Los resultados se discuten proponiendo que los estudios 
futuros consideren la VFP como un problema social que trasciende la rela-
ción padres-hijos. 
Palabras clave: Violencia filio-parental; Especificidad conductual; Exposi-
ción a la violencia; Sexismo. 
  Abstract: Child-to-parent violence (CPV) is a type of domestic violence 
that has gained social and scientific visibility in recent years.  The objective 
of this study is to analyze different forms of CPV and their relationship 
with two groups of variables. The first group includes gender, age, family 
structure, school year, academic performance, drug use, frequency of drug 
use and diagnosis of psychopathology. The second analyzes exposure to 
violence, parental warmth, self-concept, sexism, narcissism and psycho-
pathy. The participants were 225 high school students from 14 to 20 years 
old, 54.7% of them girls. The CPV rates were lower than those of previous 
Spanish studies but similar to those in other countries. Most participants 
engaged in only one behavior, insulting, and hitting never appeared alone, 
but in combination with at least two other behaviors. The analysis of the 
data showed that the ability of the variables under study to predict CPV 
varies for each specific behavior. The results are discussed by proposing 
that future studies consider CPV as a social problem that goes beyond pa-
rent-child relations. 





Child-to-parent violence (CPV) is a type of domestic violen-
ce that has been increasing in social and scientific visibility in 
recent years. The Spanish General Attorney’s Office reflec-
ted in its 2018 report the concern regarding the increase in 
judicial measures for crimes related to CPV (a rise of 7.11% 
between 2016 and 2017) and the lack of indicators that could 
point to possible solutions. The media has also echoed the 
problem, thus contributing to create a greater social alarm 
(Aroca, Lorenzo, & Miró, 2014; Calvete & Pereira, 2019). 
Although more and more parents are choosing to report 
their children for committing CPV, they are still, in general, 
reluctant to take this step (Williams, Tuffin, & Niland, 2016), 
so the scope of the problem may be greater than official sta-
tistics reflect. The estimated global prevalence is that bet-
ween 5 and 21% of children in community samples are vio-
lent against their parents, but when it comes to verbal, 
psychological and emotional CPV the percentage increases 
to between 33 and 93%, depending on the definition used 
(Simmons, McEwan, Purcell, & Ogloff, 2018). The data avai-
lable for the Spanish population is between 7 and 21% for 
physical aggression towards parents (Calvete, Gámez-
Guadix, & Orue, 2014; Ibabe & Bentler, 2016; Ibabe, Jaure-
guizar, & Bentler, 2013), which rises to 88% when it comes 
to psychological violence (Ibabe & Bentler, 2016).  
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When addressing CPV, researchers have encountered 
two difficulties that are common in emerging fields of re-
search. The first is that the conceptualization and terminolo-
gy used is very diverse (Hong, Kral, Espelage, & Allen, 
2012). Cottrell's (2001) definition, which is one of the most 
cited, includes different dimensions: physical (hitting, pun-
ching, pushing, breaking and throwing objects, hitting walls, 
spitting), psychological (insulting, criticizing, threatening, in-
timidating and scaring parents), emotional (maliciously mis-
leading parents, making them think they are going crazy, 
making unrealistic demands, lying, running away from home, 
emotional blackmail) and financial (stealing money and be-
longings from parents, selling them, destroying the house or 
parents' property, incurring debts that parents must cover, 
etc.). More recently, Pereira et al. (2017) have agreed on a de-
finition that includes repeated behaviors of physical, psycho-
logical and economic violence. 
The second difficulty in this field of research has to do 
with the methodology used, since there are great differences 
in the measuring instruments, sample sizes, variables and 
sources of information used (Gallego, Novo, Fariña, & Arce 
2019; Hong et al., 2012; Simmons et al., 2018).  How CPV is 
measured varies from study to study, as there is no agree-
ment on which specific behaviors are manifestations of 
CPV, ranging from yelling at parents to serving a court order 
on children for physically assaulting parents (Simmons et al., 
2018). The instruments for measuring CPV also change ac-
cording to research: The Conflict tactics scale child-parents of 
Straus, Hamby, Finkelhor, Moore, & Runyan (1998) diffe-
rentiates between psychological violence, moderate physical 
violence and severe physical violence (Ibabe & Bentler, 
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2016); the subscale Child-to-parent violence of the Intra-family vio-
lence scale of Ibabe and Jaureguizar (2011) distinguishes bet-
ween physical, psychological and emotional violence (e.g, 
Ibabe, Arnoso, & Elorriaga, 2014); the Child-to-parent aggres-
sion questionnaire (Calvete, Orue, & Gámez-Guadix, 2013) di-
vides behaviors into physical and psychological aggression 
(e.g. Calvete, Orue, & González, 2017); and the Child-to-
parent violence questionnaire (Contreras & Cano, 2017) considers 
psychological, physical, and financial aggression, and provi-
des a version for parents (e.g. Contreras, Bustos, & Cano, 
2019). Both Calvete & Orue (2016) and Contreras & Cano 
(2017) include reasons for the aggression.  
The common denominator for all these instruments is 
the categorization of violent behaviors in factors or dimen-
sions. Thus, the same behaviors can be included in different 
factors depending on the instrument and/or the investiga-
tion. As Simmons et al. (2018) point out in their meta-
analysis, shouting has been defined both as verbal aggression 
(Straus & Fauchier, 2008) and psychological aggression (Cal-
vete et al., 2013). Another example could be economic abu-
se, which has been measured as a construct in itself (Ibabe, 
2014), as part of psychological abuse (Calvete et al., 2013) 
and as a factor that combines with physical abuse (Ghaniza-
deh & Jafari, 2010). There are also studies that do not use 
instruments to measure CPV, but instead rely on samples of 
young offenders who have been prosecuted for CPV (Con-
treras & Cano, 2014). In this case, the specific type of beha-
vior that has caused the judicial measure is obviated. 
However, this limits the study to comparing those who are 
serving or have served judicial measures for CPV with those 
who have done so for another reason (Simmons et al., 2018). 
Methodological difficulties have also led to contradictory 
findings that make it difficult to generalize results and build a 
cohesive body of theory (Hong et al., 2012). As a result, ins-
tead of testing theoretical models, most CPV studies have 
opted to analyze the influence of demographic characteris-
tics, attitudes, and personality traits, in some cases using mul-
tivariate techniques (Del Hoyo-Bibao, Orue, Gámez-Guadix, 
& Calvete, 2020; Loinaz & Sousa, 2020). 
In terms of gender, boys have been found to exert more 
CPV, but these results are obtained in judicialized samples in 
which there are usually more boys than girls (Armstrong, 
Cain, Wylie, Muftić, & Bouffard, 2018; Strom, Warner, 
Tichavsky, & Zahn, 2014). In community and clinical sam-
ples, there are no statistically significant differences (Ibabe & 
Bentler, 2016). For less severe violent behaviors, the percen-
tage of girls is higher (Calvete et al., 2013), while for more 
severe forms of violence the percentage of boys is higher 
(Orue, 2019). 
With regard to mental health, there is evidence that indi-
cates there is a higher frequency of mental health problems 
among young people who commit CPV. Young people who 
carry out CPV tend to report depressive symptoms more 
frequently and have received psychological and/or psychia-
tric treatment for them compared to those that do not abuse 
their parents (Simmons et al., 2018). The scientific literature 
has also consistently pointed to a relationship between drug 
abuse and CPV, although research with samples of young of-
fenders suggests that abuse is related to a general pattern of 
antisocial behavior and not specifically to CPV. This asser-
tion is supported by the fact that no statistically significant 
differences in drug abuse are found between youth offenders 
who engage in CPV and youth offenders who do not (Arms-
trong et al., 2018; Simmons et al., 2018). 
Exposure to violence is another variable related to CPV, 
and it is widely stated that it is one of CPV antecedents (Ga-
llego et al., 2019; Simmons et al., 2018). Children who assault 
their parents have most often experienced violence within 
the family, either directly or as witnesses of violent behavior 
between their parents (Beckmann, Bergmann, Fischer, & 
Mößle, 2017; Ibabe & Bentler, 2016; Ulman & Straus, 2003). 
In one of the few longitudinal studies conducted to date on 
CPV, Brezina (1999) found that victimization suffered by 
children predicted aggression against parents a year and a 
half later, while aggression by adolescents allowed for the de-
tection of aggressive behavior by parents.  
Other variables that have been studied in relation to 
CPV, although with inconsistent results, are self-esteem 
(Calvete, Orue, & Sampedro, 2011; Ibabe et al., 2014) and 
empathy (Ibabe, Jaureguizar, & Díaz, 2009). In addition, so-
me authors (e.g. Estévez, 2013; Garrido, 2005; Garrido & 
Gálvis, 2016) have suggested that there is a relationship bet-
ween psychopathy and CPV, but no empirical evidence has 
been provided so far. One way of approaching psychopathy 
has been through callous-unemotional traits, which have 
been linked, in turn, to empathy and behavioral problems in 
children (Ciucci, Baroncelli, Franchi, Golmaryami, & Frick, 
2013). Lack of empathy has also been related to juvenile de-
linquency, although in a moderate way and especially with 
the cognitive dimension (Férriz, Sobral, & Gómez-Fraguela, 
2018). Children with behavioral problems who show callous-
unemotional traits, compared to those who do not, tend to 
be less sensitive to punishment, which is not the case for 
children with behavioral problems without such traits (Frick, 
Ray, Thornton, & Kahn, 2014). A review conducted by Frick 
& White (2008) points out that there is a relationship bet-
ween these traits and a stable aggressive pattern of antisocial 
behavior, so that callous-emotional traits can be used to pre-
dict criminal behavior.  
Narcissism is a variable that has also been linked to 
psychopathy and juvenile delinquency (Barry, Grafeman, Ad-
ler, & Pickard, 2007) and which, according to Calvete, Orue, 
Gámez-Guadix and Bushman (2015) and Loinaz and Sousa 
(2020), is able to predict CPV. However, in the first study 
narcissism turned out to be a predictor of CPV only for bo-
ys. In a previous work, Calvete and Orue (2013) found that 
exposure to violence, which is one of the unquestioned ante-
cedents of CPV, is associated with a narcissistic view of one-
self. In their study, they used a sample of adolescents who 
had suffered abuse and parental neglect. Calvete et al. (2015) 
believe that children tend to develop a narcissistic view of 
themselves when parents are not close and caring. In the 
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study by Loinaz and Sousa (2020), violence and problems 
between parents enter into the same equation as narcissism. 
Along these lines, Young, Klosko, and Weishaar (2003) sug-
gest that narcissism is often the result of negative family ex-
periences and hypothesize that narcissistic individuals may 
behave despotically to compensate underlying feelings of 
emotional deprivation.  
Several studies include this lack of closeness and affec-
tion in the construct of "parental warmth" that have been 
approached using parental style tools (Calvete et al., 2014; 
Calvete et al., 2015; Contreras & Cano, 2014; Gámez-
Guadix, Jaureguizar, Almendros, & Carrobles, 2012). 
However, this parental warmth is not identified with a speci-
fic parental style, as it is defined by positive communication, 
emotional support, and affection. The available data strongly 
support the importance of affection and communication for 
adolescent adjustment, so that those adolescents who per-
ceive more affection claim to communicate better with their 
parents and show more adequate psychosocial development, 
as well as greater emotional well-being and behavioral adjus-
tment (Galambos, Barker, & Almeida, 2003; Gray & Stein-
berg 1999; Laursen & Collins, 2009; Parra, Oliva, & Sánchez, 
2004). The way in which parents show affection can also in-
fluence adaptive or maladaptive strategies -including CPV- 
(Gámez-Guadix et al., 2012) that children employ when it 
comes to achieving their goals and expressing their emotions 
(Chapple, Tyler, & Bersani, 2005; Tremblay & Dozois, 
2009). 
Finally, some authors have indirectly linked sexism to 
CPV, considering it a form of gender-based violence (Dow-
ney, 1997). The underlying logic is that the main victim, in 
community, clinical and judicialized samples, is a woman: the 
mother. Although studies in the general population do not 
find gender differences in who exerts the violence, some re-
search reports that the hypothesis of the bidirectionality of 
violence is more clearly confirmed with boys than with girls 
(Simmons et al., 2018). It has also been found (Downey, 
1997; Ulman & Straus, 2003) that sons, especially boys who 
commit CPV, tend to be more aggressive toward the mother 
when she has been physically assaulted by the father (Ibabe 
et al., 2013).  
The direct relationship between sexist attitudes and CPV 
has not yet been explored, but Cottrell and Monk (2004) su-
ggest that differential socialization of boys and girls, through 
gender roles and stereotypes that exalt power and control 
over women in personal relationships are internalized and 
may be at the root of aggressions towards mothers. Boys 
would learn this model of masculinity by observing their fat-
hers, while girls would use violence as a way to distance 
themselves from the image of female weakness represented 
by the mother. Therefore, when studying gender bias in rela-
tion to CPV, one should consider not only the feelings of 
hostility towards the female gender, but also the benevolent 
feelings that coexist with them (Glick & Fiske, 1996).  
All the studies described so far analyze CPV as an avera-
ge of the frequencies of the behaviors included in the ins-
truments used. This paper aims to study separately the diffe-
rent forms of CPV referred to in Cottrell's (2001) classic de-
finition in an attempt to explore relationship patterns that 
may foster future research. To this end, the relationship of 
these nine behaviors with two groups of variables will be 
analyzed. On the one hand, gender, age, family structure, 
school year, academic performance, drug abuse, frequency of 
drug abuse and psychopathology diagnosis are analyzed, and, 
on the other, exposure to violence, parental warmth, self-
concept, sexism, narcissism and psychopathy. In the first 
group, sociodemographic and traditional variables in CPV 
research have been included. The second group consists of 
personality variables to which exposure to violence has been 
added, given the consistency of its relationship with CPV in 
previous studies. The analysis of this group of variables will 
include the different dimensions/subscales of the constructs 
under study, which will be described in the section on ins-
truments. Finally, as CPV behaviors have always been the 
target of much social reproach (Calvete & Pereira, 2019), the 






A total of 225 students from secondary and high schools 
between the ages of 14 and 20 (M = 16.02; SD = 1.23) parti-
cipated in this study, 54.7% of whom were women. 30.7% 
were in the third year of Secondary School, 28.9% in the 
fourth year of Secondary School, 25.3% in the first year of 
High School, and 15% in the second year of High School. 
All of them stated that they had not served or were not ser-
ving any judicial measure at the time of answering the ques-
tionnaire. 
The average self-reported academic performance of the 
participants was 6.46 (SD = 1.72) on a scale of 0 to 10. The-
re were 50.7% who admitted to consuming or having con-
sumed drugs or alcohol, with a mean frequency of 3.34 (SD 
= 2.32), also on a scale of 0 to 10. With respect to psycho-
pathologies, only 4% of the sample reported having been 
diagnosed, and in all cases, it was for depression and/or an-
xiety. Fifty-two per cent lived with both parents, 28.9% with 
only the mother, 8.9% with the extended family, 5.8% with 
only the father, and 4%-part time with each; only one of the 
participants was adopted. Those who lived with only one pa-
rent indicated separation or divorce as the cause of single pa-
renthood in 33.8% of cases, widowhood in 2.7%, and being 




To collect information on the variables under study, a 
booklet was prepared that included the following scales.  
The nine self-reported CPV behaviors were measured, 
following Hernández (2016), by means of the following 
question: “During the time living with your parents or guar-
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dians, how often do you carry out or have you carried out 
some of the following behaviors?” The participants had to 
answer in relation to nine items, chosen from Cottrell's 
(2001) definition, which refer to behaviors aimed at contro-
lling and/or causing physical, psychological, emotional or 
economic harm to parents. These behaviors were: Insul-
ting/disrespect; Running away from home; Spitting; Obsce-
ne gestures; Stealing; Destroying their things; getting parents 
into Debt; Intimidating, blackmailing or threatening them; 
Hitting, punching, throwing objects at them, pushing them. 
Participants were asked to respond on an 11-point Likert 
scale, from 0 (Never) to 10 (Very often). Although on this 
occasion the score of each item was used separately, Her-
nandez (2016) has provided evidence of validity and reliabili-
ty for the total scale. 
Orue and Calvete (2010) Observed Violence Scale was 
used to measure previous exposure to violence using 21 
items, nine of which relate to direct exposure as a victim and 
12 to indirect exposure as a witness. In each case, the items 
refer to three types of violence (physical, verbal and threats), 
in four contexts (school, neighborhood, home and TV). Par-
ticipants were asked to answer each item on an 11-point Li-
kert scale from 0 (Never) to 10 (Every day). This response 
scale was preferred to the original one from 1 to 5 because it 
is more similar to the one commonly used in the Spanish 
educational system. Several investigations have provided evi-
dence of validity and reliability for this scale (see Orue & 
Calvete, 2010). In this case, the internal consistency, measu-
red with Cronbach's Alpha for the different subscales was: 
Seeing violence in the classroom .73, Seeing violence in the 
street .78, Seeing violence at home .76, Seeing violence on 
TV .80, Suffering violence in the classroom .75, Suffering 
violence in the street.70 and Suffering violence at home .79. 
The Self-concept Scale Form-5 (AF5) by García and Mu-
situ (2014) is composed of 30 items and was used to measure 
six dimensions of self-concept: Social self-concept, Emotio-
nal self-concept, Family self-concept, Academic self-concept 
and Physical self-concept. Participants were asked to answer 
each item on an 11-point Likert-type scale from 0 (Total Di-
sagreement) to 10 (Total Agreement). This response scale 
was preferred to the original one from 1 to 99, as it is more 
similar to the Spanish educational system. Several investiga-
tions have provided evidence of validity and reliability for 
this scale (see García & Musitu, 2014). In this study the in-
ternal consistency, measured by Cronbach's Alpha, was .88 
for Academic self-concept, .79 for Social self-concept, .73 
for Emotional self-concept, .86 for Family self-concept and 
.79 for Physical self-concept. 
To measure parental warmth, we used the subscales for 
the father and the mother from the Parent and Peer Attach-
ment Inventory (IPPA) (Armsden & Greenberg, 1987), revi-
sed by Gullone and Robinson (IPPA-R, 2005), in the Spa-
nish version by Delgado, Penelo, Fornieles, Brun-Gasca, and 
Ollé (2016). These subscales include the same 25 items to 
measure different qualities of the children's relationship with 
the father and the mother. These items are grouped into 
three actors: Trust (10 items such as "my mother respects 
my feelings"), Communication (nine items such as "I tell my 
father about my problems and difficulties") and Anger (six 
items such as "I get more upset than my father realizes"). 
Participants were asked to answer using an 11-point Likert 
scale indicating their agreement, from 0 (Total Disagree-
ment) to 10 (Total Agreement). As mentioned before, this 
response scale was preferred to the original one of 1 to 5, as 
it is more like the one commonly used in the Spanish educa-
tion system. Several investigations have provided evidence of 
validity and reliability for this scale (see Gullone & Robin-
son, 2005). In this case, the internal consistency for the dif-
ferent subscales, measured by Cronbach's Alpha was: .92 for 
Confidence with the father, .91 for Communication with the 
father, .74 for Anger with the father, .90 for Confidence with 
the mother, .90 for Communication with the mother and .76 
for Anger with the mother. 
The Inventory of Callous-Unemotional Traits by Frick 
(2003), in the Spanish version by López-Romero, Gómez-
Fraguela, and Romero (2015) was used to assess psycho-
pathy. This scale is designed specifically for the adolescent 
population and consists of 24 items that are grouped into 
three factors: Callousness (which refers to the lack of empa-
thy, guilt and remorse), Uncaring (which refers to the absen-
ce of interest in one's own performance as well as in the fee-
lings of others) and Unemotional (which refers to the absen-
ce of emotional expression). Participants were asked to res-
pond using an 11-point Likert-type scale from 0 (Not enti-
rely true) to 10 (Definitely true). This response scale was pre-
ferred to the original one, from 0 to 3, for being more like 
those used in the Spanish educational system. Previous re-
search has provided evidence of reliability and validity for 
the original scale (Essau, Sasagawa, & Frick, 2006) and for 
the adaptation to Spanish (López-Romero et al., 2016; Mora-
les-Vives, Cosi, Lorenzo-Seva, & Vigil-Colet, 2019). For this 
research, internal consistency, measured by Cronbach's Alp-
ha, was .61 for the subscale of Unemotional, .72 for Unca-
ring, and .70 for Callousness. 
Narcissism was measured with the Narcissism Scale of 
Trechera, Millán and Fernández (2008), which consists of 15 
items that are grouped into three factors of five items each: 
Narcissism, Machiavellianism and Dominance. Narcissism 
has to do with the idea of a distorted image of oneself, the 
need for recognition and the feeling of belonging to a special 
category. Machiavellianism expresses the use and handling of 
other people for one's own benefit. Dominance reflects the 
component of dominant leadership, sense of special ability, 
power and dominance over others. Participants were asked 
to respond to each item on an 11-point Likert scale from 0 
(Total Disagreement) to 10 (Total Agreement). This respon-
se scale was preferred to the original one from 1 to 6 for its 
similarity with ones commonly used in the Spanish educatio-
nal system. The authors of the scale provide evidence of its 
validity and reliability (Trechera et al., 2008). The internal 
consistency in this study, measured with Cronbach's Alpha, 
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was .71 for Narcissism, .81 for Machiavellianism, and .45 for 
Dominance. 
To measure Sexism, the Scale of Ambivalent Sexism to-
wards Women by Glick and Fiske (1996) was applied, in the 
reduced version, adapted to Spanish by Expósito, Moya and 
Glick (1998). This instrument consists of 12 items and two 
subscales and is designed to measure ambivalent attitudes, 
both hostile and benevolent, towards women. The Hostile 
sexism subscale refers to sexism with a negative emotional 
tone. The Benevolent sexism subscale refers to sexism with a 
positive affective tone, which includes the ideas that men 
should care for and protect women, that female characteris-
tics are complementary to male characteristics, and that men 
depend on women for certain issues, such as reproduction. 
To answer, an 11-point Likert-type scale was used, asking 
participants to choose from 0 (Total Disagreement) to 10 
(Total Agreement). This response scale was preferred to the 
original 1 to 6, because it is more akin to the one commonly 
used in the Spanish educational system. The factorial struc-
ture of the original scale is maintained in the reduced ver-
sion, which has evidence of reliability for research with ado-
lescents (Rodríguez & Carrera, 2009). Cronbach's Alpha va-
lues obtained in this research were .87 for Hostile sexism 
and .85 for Benevolent sexism. 
Social desirability was measured with Crowne and Mar-
lowe (1960) Social Desirability Scale which consists of 33 
items and measures the tendency of people to distort their 
answers to present themselves more favorably. The Spanish 
version by Ferrando and Chico (2000) was used, and partici-
pants were asked to answer each item depending on whether 
they felt that the sentence reflected (True) or not (False) 
their habitual way of being. The scale has evidence of validity 
and reliability both for the original version and for the adap-
tation to Spanish (Ferrando & Chico, 2000). The value of 




After obtaining permission from school principals, parti-
cipants were told that a study was being conducted from the 
university to know “the current habits and behaviors of ado-
lescents, both inside and outside the home”. They were as-
sured that their participation was anonymous and voluntary. 
All adolescents agreed to participate and signed an informed 
consent form. The questionnaire was completed in the class-
room, during regular class hours. It took approximately 40 
minutes to complete. 
 
Design and data analysis 
 
To carry out the research, a non-experimental design was 
followed that involved cross-sectional comparison between 
the two independent groups on a series of variables (Ato, 
López, & Benavente, 2013). Data analysis was conducted 
using the SPSS 22.0 statistical package.  First, we calculated 
the frequency of participants who acknowledged to having 
carried out each CPV behavior and the difference between 
the proportion observed in each case and a given value, with 
the limit for a very small rate, i.e., triviality (.05; McNatt, 
2000). In this way, if the observed probability is significantly 
higher than triviality, the observed rate of that behavior is 
significantly high. If it is not significant, it is trivial, and if it is 
significantly less, it is worthless. The effect size for the diffe-
rence in proportions was obtained from Hedges' δ (Redon-
do, Fariña, Seijo, Novo, & Arce, 2019). We also calculated 
the frequency with which they had performed from 0 to 9 
behaviors and the proportion of those who had performed 
each behavior in relation to the number of total behaviors 
performed. 
Next, the internal consistency of the scales was estimated 
using Cronbach's alpha. A descriptive analysis of the varia-
bles under study was performed, and the correlations bet-
ween the score on the social desirability scale and the fre-
quency of performing the nine CPV behaviors were calcula-
ted. For the Insult behavior that correlated significantly with 
social desirability (distortion of response in the direction of 
minimization), the true probability (correction for attenua-
tion) was recalculated (Vilariño, Amado, Vázquez, & Arce, 
2018). The comparison of means between those who had 
performed each behavior and those who had not was ad-
dressed with Student's t and the effect size with Hedges' δ 
(different group sizes). In the case of categorical variables, 
chi-square tests were carried out, and the effect size was es-
timated using the Odds Ratio. 
Finally, to study the predictability of each variable to dif-
ferentiate between participants who had carried out CPV 
behavior and those who had not, we used binary logistic re-
gression analysis, in this case stepwise. This multivariate sta-
tistical technique was chosen because it does not assume the 
variables-distribution premises underlying linear regression 
or discriminant analysis, especially normality, linearity and 
homoscedasticity. CPV is, by definition, a variable that does 
not follow a normal distribution, since most people are not 
violent towards their parents. This analysis gives us, in addi-
tion to the rates of fit (Nagelkerke's R2 and Hosmer-
Lemeshow), the percentage of cases correctly classified by 
the equation and the values of Exp(B) or Odds Ratio for 
each predictor. The Odds Ratio value indicates to what ex-
tent the prediction is better or worse depending on the pre-
dictor values. 
Finally, the magnitude of the effect sizes was estimated in 
terms of the Probability of Superiority Effect Size (PSES; 




The frequencies of the nine CPV behaviors, displayed in Fi-
gure 1, show that participants reported violence toward their 
parents ranging from the mildest behavior of Insulting, 57% 
of cases, to the most severe behavior of Hitting them in 
3.6% of cases. Spitting on them was the least frequent 
(2.7%). The analysis of the probabilities associated with 
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these behaviors shows a significantly high rate in the study 
population for Insulting (.573), Z (N = 225) = 35.99, p =. 
000, δ = 1.83, PSES = .803, Running away (.182), Z (N = 
225) = 9.08, p = .000, δ = .74, PSES = .397, Obscene gestu-
res (.142), Z (N = 225) = 6.33, p = .000, δ = .57, PSES = 
.311, Stealing (.133), Z (N = 225) = 5. 71, p = .000, δ = .53, 
PSES = .289, Destroying their things (.093), Z (N = 225) = 
2.95, p = .003, δ = .32, PSES = .182 and Intimidating (.084), 
Z (N = 225) = 2.34, p = .019, δ = .27, PSES = .151. With a 
trivial effect, in behavior getting parents into Debt (.076), Z 
(N = 225) = 1.79, p = .073, δ = .21, Hitting (.036), Z (N = 
225) = -0.96, p = .337, δ = -.15, and Spitting (.027), Z (N = 
225) = -1.58, p = .114, δ = -.28. The study of the effects of 
social desirability on self-reporting of CPV behavior only 
showed a relevant correlation with name-calling (r = -.21), 
allowing us to establish the true occurrence of such behavior 
at .645. In other words, the actual rate of children who insult 
their parents increases approximately to 65%. The probabili-
ty of superiority effect size (PSES) for the behaviors with a 
statistically-significant rate indicates that the observed effect 
size of Insulting is higher than 80.3% of all the other possi-
ble effect sizes; Running away, higher than 39.7%; Obscene 
gestures, higher than 31.1%; Stealing, higher than 28.9%; 
Destroying things, higher than 18.2%; and Intimidating, 
higher than 15.1%. 
Table 1 shows the percentages of participants who have 
carried out each specific behavior in relation to the total of 
those who have carried out the same behaviors. The value 
shown in each cell corresponds to the percentage of those 
who have engaged in the behavior shown on the left of each 
row, when they have also carried out the number of beha-
viors shown at the top of the column; the percentage of tho-
se who have not displayed the behavior would be the diffe-
rence between that value and 100. Therefore, the sum of 
each column is 100 only in the case that only one behavior is 
carried out, since for the rest it would be the number of pos-




Figure 1. Frequency of participants who admit having carried out each of 
the CPV behaviors, regardless of their periodicity. 
 
 
Figure 2. Frequency of participants reporting 0-9 CPV behaviors. 
 
 
Table 1. Percentage of participants who have carried out each specific behavior in relation to the total of those who 
have carried out the same CPV behavior*. 
 Number of violent behaviors carried out 
 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
Insulting 83.8 81.1 80 100 100 100 100 0.0 100 
Running away 2.5 32.4 60 85.7 80 100 100 100 100 
Obscene gestu-
res 
3.8 29.7 35 42.9 60 100 100 100 100 
Stealing 3.8 16.2 50 57.1 60 50 100 100 100 
Destroying 2.5 18.9 20 28.6 40 50 100 100 100 
Debts 3.8 8.1 25 28.6 20 0 100 100 100 
Spitting 0 2.7 5 0 20 0 100 100 100 
Intimidating 0 10.8 20 42.9 80 100 0 100 100 
Hitting 0 0 5 14.3 40 100 0 100 100 
*Note.- In each cell there is the percentage of those who have carried out the behavior given their total of beha-
vior; the difference between this value and 100 corresponds to those who have not carried it out. 
 
When only one behavior has been employed, it is Insul-
ting in 83.8% of cases, followed by Obscene gestures, 
Stealing and getting parents into Debt, each in 3.8% of cases, 
and Running away and Destroying appear in only 2.5% of 
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cases. Spitting, Intimidating and Hitting never occur alone. 
Participants who only carry out two behaviors never commit 
Hitting. In fact, Hitting appears in 5% of participants who 
engaged in three behaviors, in 40% of those carrying out five 
behaviors, and among 100% of those who displayed eight or 
nine behaviors.  
Table 2 shows the descriptive statistics for each self-reported 
CPV behavior. The mean for the different CPV behaviors is 
between .06 and .57, except for Insulting, which stands at 
1.66. 
 
Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the CPV behaviors. 
 MIN MAX M SD 
Insulting 0 8 1.66 1.97 
Running away 0 10 .57 1.59 
Spitting 0 9 .10 .75 
Obscene gestures 0 8 .30 .95 
Stealing 0 7 .34 1.04 
Destroying 0 10 .25 1.09 
Debts 0 6 .23 .91 
Intimidating 0 7 .26 1.05 
Hitting 0 4.0 .06 .36 
 
In order to analyze the characteristics of the young 
people who have displayed CPV towards their parents, 
two groups were created for each of the nine behaviors, 
depending on whether the participants reported having do-
ne it once (≥ 1) or never (0). These groups were compared 
to see if there were statistically significant differences 
between them in relation to Gender, School year, Drug 
abuse, Frequency of drug abuse, Psychopathology, Family 
structure, Age and Academic performance.  
No statistically significant differences were found in rela-
tion to Gender, Age and Family structure. With respect to 
Drug abuse, a statistically significant relationship was found 
(χ2(1) = 6.22, p = .013, OR = 1.57) with Running away. Of 
the participants who did not consume drugs, only 11.7% 
claimed to have run away, while among those who did con-
sume drugs, the percentage rose to 24.6%. A statistically sig-
nificant relationship was also found (χ2(1) = 4.50; p = .034, 
OR = 1.46) between Drug abuse and Hitting. There were 
6.1% of participants who reported Drug abuse and admitted 
Hitting their parents, while among those who did not abuse 
the percentage was only 0.9%. This means that of the eight 
people who had ever hit their parents, seven admitted to 
abusing drugs. 
As for Frequency of abuse, it was statistically significantly 
related to Running away (t (42,234) = 2.28, p = .028, δ = 
0.519), since minors who ran away admitted that they abused 
drugs more often (M = 4.24, SD = 2.51) than those who did 
not (M = 3.05, SD = 2.19). 
Psychopathology analyses indicated that there is a statis-
tically significant relationship also with Running away (χ2(1) 
= 4.36, p = .038, OR = 1.46). Participants who had a diagno-
sis of mental illness, in all cases due to anxiety and depres-
sion, ran away more (44.4%) than those who did not have 
(17.1%). 
In terms of Academic performance, a statistically signifi-
cant relationship was obtained with getting parents into 
Debt (t (223) = 2.49, p = .013, δ = .626), so that participants 
who got parents into debt had lower Academic performance 
(M = 5.47, SD = 1.70) than those who did not (M = 6.5, SD 
= 1.69).  
Finally, the School year was only significantly related to 
Intimidating (χ2(3) = 9.83; p = .020, OR = 1.76). 20.6% of 
the students in 2nd year of High School claimed to have in-
timidated their parents, compared to 1.8% of those in 1st 
year of High School, 8.7% of those in 3rd year of Secondary 
school and 7.7% of those in 4th year of Secondary School. 
Subsequently, total scores and descriptive statistics were 
calculated for the other scales described in the instruments 
section. The results are shown in Table 3. 
 
Table 3. Descriptive statistics of the variables under study. 
 MIN MAX M SD Cronbach’s Alpha 
SOCIAL DESIRABILITY 7 27 17.30 4.17 .64 
PSYCOPATHY 
Unemotional .20 10 5.15 1.88 .61 
Uncaring .25 9.38 2.88 1.38 .72 
Callousness  .55 7.27 3.31 1.41 .70 
NARCISSISM 
Narcissism 0 9.60 4.05 2.05 .71 
 Machiavellianism 0 9.00 1.75 1.82 .81 
Dominance 0 9.25 3.03 1.87 .45 
SEXISM 
Hostile sexism 0 10 2.73 2.16 .87 
Benevolent sexism 0 9.83 3.65 2.58 .85 
ATTACHMENT 
Trust with the father 0 10 6.68 2.71 .92 
Communication with the father 0 10 5.21 2.75 .91 
Anger with the father 0 10 3.61 2.31 .74 
 Trust with the mother 0 10 7.81 2.28 .90 
 Communication with the mother 0 10 6.74 2.47 .90 
 Anger with the mother 0 9.50 3.17 2.22 .76 
SELF-CONCEPT 
Academic self-concept .83 10 6.25 1.77 .88 
Social self-concept .40 10 6.83 1.89 .79 
Emotional self-concept .50 9.83 5.34 1.92 .73 
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 MIN MAX M SD Cronbach’s Alpha 
Familiar self-concept .50 10 7.68 2.14 .86 
Physical self-concept .17 9.83 5.66 2.08 .79 
EXPOSURE TO  
VIOLENCE 
Seeing violence in the classroom 0 9.67 4.52 2.18 .73 
Seeing violence in the street 0 10 4.55 2.25 .78 
Seeing violence at home 0 10 1.34 1.99 .76 
Seeing violence on TV 0 10 5.67 2.59 .80 
Suffering violence in the classroom 0 9 1.89 1.98 .75 
 Suffering violence in the street 0 8.67 1.33 1.73 .70 
Suffering violence at home 0 9.67 1.21 1.88 .79 
 
The averages of the scores in Machiavellianism: Seeing 
violence at home, Suffering violence in the classroom, Suffe-
ring violence in the street and Suffering violence at home are 
below 2. The highest average is for Family self-concept 
(7.81) followed by Social self-concept, Communication with 
the mother, Trust with the father and Academic self-
concept, between 6 and 7. The rest of the averages are bet-
ween 2 and 6.  
The scores obtained by the participants in these scales, 
including Social desirability, were analyzed by means of step-
by-step logistic regression analyses, taking as the classifica-
tory variable whether or not they had carried out each of ni-
ne violent behaviors separately. Results indicate that there is 
a statistically significant function for all behaviors except In-
timidating, and that Social desirability was not significant in 
any of the cases. Table 4 shows the statistics corresponding 
to each of these functions, as well as the percentage of cases 
accurately classified. 
 
Table 4. Step-by-step logistic regression analysis for each of the CPV behaviors, except Intimidating (n = 211). 
 Insulting Running away  Spitting  Obscene gestures 
 p Exp (B) CI  p Exp (B) CI  p Exp (B) CI  p Exp (B) CI  
Uncaring       .002 2.786 
1.476 
5.262 
   
Callousness          .010 1.450 
1.094 
1.921 
Narcissism    .023 1.239 
1.030 
1.490 
      
Machiavellianism             
Hostile sexism       .013 2.283 
1.187 
4.393 
   
Benevolent sexism        .028 .512 
.282 
.931 
   
Communication with the 
mother 
            
Anger with the mother             
Family self-concept             
Physical self-concept .025 .859 
.751 
.981 
         
See violence at home             
Suffer violence in the 
street 
   .012 1.265 
1.054 
1.518 
   .003 1.344 
1.113 
1.650 
Constant .008 3.022  .000 .061  .000 .000  .000 .027  
 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .032 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .090 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .447 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .136 
 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .528 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .554 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .945 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .917 
 % of cases well classified = 58.8 % of cases well classified = 81.0 % of cases well classified = 98.1 % of cases well classified = 85.3 
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Table 4 (cont.). Step-by-step logistic regression analysis for each of the CPV behaviors, except Intimidating (n = 211). 
 Stealing Destroying  Debts  Hitting 
 p Exp (B) CI  p Exp (B) CI  p Exp (B) CI  p Exp (B) CI  
Uncaring             
Callousness             
Narcissism             
Machiavellianism       .042 1.292 
1.009 
1.654 
   
Hostile sexism .009 1.264 
1.060 
1.508 
         
Benevolent sexism              





         
Anger with the mother          .031 1.479 
1.035 
2.113 
Family self-concept       .016 .766 
.616 
.952 
   
Physical self-concept             
See violence at home    .002 1.352 
1.122 
1.628 
      
Suffer violence in the street             
Constant .049 .298  .000 .053  .140 .290  .000 .006  
 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .130 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .096 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .115 Nagelkerke’s R2 = .099 
 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .706 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .700 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .389 Hosmer-Lemeshow = .232 
 
% of cases well classified =  
84.8 
% of cases well classified =  
91.9 
% of cases well classified =  
92.9 
% of cases well classified =  
97.2 
 
The highest percentages of cases accurately classified 
were for Spitting (98.1%), Hitting (97.2%), getting parents 
into Debt (92.9%) and Destroying things (91.9%), while the 
lowest was for Insulting (58.8%). For the rest of the beha-
viors, this percentage ranged from 85.3% for Obscene gestu-
res, 84.8% for Stealing and 81% for Running away. 
The predictive variables for belonging to the group of 
those who carried out some of the behaviors were: Uncaring, 
Callousness, Narcissism, Machiavellianism, Hostile sexism, 
Benevolent sexism, Communication with the mother, Anger 
with the mother, Family self-concept, Physical self-concept, 
Seeing violence at home and Suffering violence on the street. 
The predictive variables for each behavior were, however, 
different, although Suffering violence on the street and Hos-
tile sexism were significant on two occasions. Suffering vio-
lence on the street multiplies by 1.26 the probability of Run-
ning away and by 1.34 the probability of making Obscene 
gestures. While Narcissism also multiplies the probability of 
Running away by 1.24, Callousness multiplies by 1.45 the 
probability of making Obscene gestures. Hostile Sexism 
doubles (2.28) the probability of Spitting and multiplies by 
1.26 the probability of Stealing from parents. Uncaring also 
doubles (2.78) the probability of Spitting. By contrast, Bene-
volent sexism reduces by almost half (1.96) the probability of 
Spitting and Communication with the mother reduces 
Stealing by 1.25. Moreover, the Physical self-concept reduces 
the probability of Insulting by 1.16 and the high Family self-
concept reduces the probability of getting into Debt by 1.31. 
In addition, it is Machiavellianism that multiplies by 1.29 the 
probability of getting into Debt, Seeing violence at home 
multiplies by 1.35 the probability of Destroying things and 




The aim of this study was to analyze separately the different 
forms of CPV referred to in Cottrell's classic definition 
(2001). This was done by comparing a group of adolescents 
from the general population who admitted having displayed 
CPV with a group from the same population who had not, 
in relation to two types of variables. On the one hand, there 
were the sociodemographic variables and traditional varia-
bles commonly used in the study of CPV. On the other 
hand, personality variables to which exposure to violence 
was added, given the consistency of its relationship with 
CPV in previous research.  
The percentages of CPV in the study sample ranged 
from 3.6% in the case of Hitting to 57.3% in the case of In-
sulting. Indeed, if we take all the behaviors together, more 
participants claimed to have displayed some form of CPV 
(68.4%) than those who claimed not to have (31.6%). Even 
so, these rates are still lower than those found in some re-
search in Spain (Calvete et al., 2014; Ibabe and Bentler, 2016; 
Ibabe et al., 2013), but fall within the range of estimates in 
other countries (Simmons et al., 2018). It is interesting to no-
te in this regard that the social desirability effect was only 
found in relation to Insulting behavior, the most frequent, so 
that the percentage of participants who performed it is esti-
mated even higher (65%) than their responses reflect. If we 
also consider that in this case, the probability of the effect is 
greater than 80% of all possible, this behavior does not seem 
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to be a valid indicator of CPV. Finally, the percentage of par-
ticipants who acknowledge getting parents into debt, hitting 
and spitting on parents is trivial. 
Attention should also be drawn to the fact that most par-
ticipants engaged in only one behavior, usually insulting, 
whereas behaviors such as hitting, intimidating or spitting 
never appeared alone, but in combination with other beha-
viors, as if they were the result of a previous escalation of 
violence. However, while hitting and spitting are forms of 
physical violence, intimidating is, following Cottrell (2001), 
part of psychological violence. The frequency with which 
participants claimed to have carried out each of the nine 
behaviors was very low, except for insulting, which only ex-
ceeded the midpoint of the scale in 10% of the cases. These 
differences with respect to previous studies could be because 
the frequencies of behaviors of different severity in the same 
variable were not averaged but considered separately. It is al-
so possible that the social context of the sample has had an 
influence, since other Spanish studies with a normalized po-
pulation have been carried out in territories different from 
that of the participants in this study, who were mainly from 
tourist areas, rather than from urban or rural areas. This ex-
planation is tentative, since very little is known yet about 
how the social and normative context in which the research 
is carried out, beyond the family and the peer group, has an 
effect on CPV (Holt, 2016; Simmons, McEwan, & Purcell, 
2019; Simmons, McEwan, Purcell, & Huynh, 2019; Williams 
et al., 2016). 
The proportionally smaller size of the group of those 
who admit to having been violent towards their parents, 
compared to those who do not, recommends caution when 
interpreting the results. This disproportion may be due to 
the fact that most adolescents who do not belong to judicial 
or clinical populations are not usually violent towards their 
parents. Some adolescents are at times mildly violent, but 
those who display repeatedly severe behaviors are a minority 
and sooner or later become part of judicial or clinical sam-
ples. Disruptive behaviors, if they are mild and occur spora-
dically, are typical of the developmental stage of adolescence 
(e.g. insulting) and, as such, can be interpreted as expressions 
of rebellion and questioning of authority figures (Coogan, 
2011). These behaviors, although reprehensible, are manifes-
tations of poor education and lack of respect for parents, 
and should not be considered CPV, since they are not per-
ceived as forms of abuse and in our society, by dint of being 
normative in terms of frequency, have become acceptable 
(Simmons et al., 2019). 
CPV is, by definition, socially reproachable and therefore 
anti-normative (Calvete and Pereira, 2019). It does not fo-
llow a normal distribution but in the form of a mirrored J, 
since the number of deviates is inversely proportional to the 
degree of deviation. Only a few people deviate completely 
from the norm, while most, at the other end of the conti-
nuum, carry out anti-normative activities only occasionally 
(Allport, 1934). The problem with this distribution is that it 
considerably limits the type of statistical analysis and, conse-
quently, the conclusions to be drawn. The results obtained 
should therefore be interpreted with caution but valued to 
the extent that they provide complementary evidence to that 
already available.  
In this sense, no statistically significant differences were 
found based on gender, age or family structure, but there 
were differences with respect to drug abuse and academic 
performance. The results regarding the gender of the aggres-
sor are consistent with previous research (Ibabe & Bentler, 
2016; Orue, 2019; Simmons et al., 2018), since boys and girls 
exert CPV equally in all the behaviors studied. Previous stu-
dies do systematically relate drug abuse to CVP in global 
terms (Del Hoyo-Bilbao et al., 2020), but in this case the re-
lationship is only with hitting (physical violence) and running 
away from home (emotional violence). It is also those who 
run away (emotional violence) that are diagnosed with men-
tal illness, while those who get parents into debt (economic 
violence) are the worst academic performers.  Adolescents in 
the later years of schooling are more likely to intimidate 
(psychological violence) their parents. These results are 
broadly consistent with the findings of Calvete et al. (2013), 
Del Hoyo-Bilbao et al. (2020), Ibabe et al. (2013), Pagani et 
al., (2004, 2009) and Simmons et al. (2018), but only in rela-
tion to these specific behaviors and not the total.  
Also in line with previous research is our finding that ex-
posure to violence is related to CVP (Gallego et al., 2019; 
Simmons et al., 2018), though only in the cases of running 
away (emotional violence) and making obscene gestures 
(psychological violence). Moreover, having suffered violence 
on the street discriminates between those who run away 
(emotional violence) and make obscene gestures (psycholo-
gical violence) and those who do not, whereas having seen 
violence at home discriminates between those who destroy 
things (financial violence) and those who do not. These data 
could be interpreted in terms of the bi-directionality of vio-
lence between parents and children (Brezina, 1999; Gallego 
et al., 2019; Ibabe & Bentler, 2016; Ulman & Straus, 2003), 
but they could also suggest the existence of beliefs that jus-
tify the use of violence as a way of resolving conflicts (Car-
deñoso & Calvete, 2004). The question is to see why these 
and no other forms of exposure to violence have an impact 
on these behaviors or on other manifestations of CPV. In 
this regard, it is interesting to note how in the study by Del 
Hoyo-Bilbao et al. (2020), seeing violence enters the multiva-
riate model, but not suffering violence, despite the fact that 
this variable has previously been consistently related to CPV 
(Gallego et al., 2019).  
The results obtained previously on the relationship bet-
ween CPV and self-esteem are not consistent (Calvete et al., 
2011; Ibabe et al., 2014; Loinaz & Sousa, 2020), so in this re-
search, we chose to analyze self-concept, a more stable cons-
truct over time and which can manifest itself differently in 
the various domains of adolescent life (García & Musitu, 
2014). The results support the interest in considering the dif-
ferent facets of self-concept separately, insofar as it is the 
family self-concept that reduces the probability of getting in-
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to debt (financial violence) with parents and the physical 
self-concept reduces that of insulting them (psychological 
violence). 
One of the twists introduced in this work with respect to 
previous research has been to approach "parental warmth" 
through the dimensions of attachment (Armsden & Green-
berg, 1987; Delgado et al., 2016; Gullone & Robinson, 
2005), rather than the classic parental socialization styles 
(Calvete et al., 2014; Contreras & Cano, 2014; Gámez-
Guadix et al., 2012; Ibabe & Bethler, 2016). Poor communi-
cation with the mother discriminates between those who 
steal from their parents (financial violence) and those who 
do not, and anger with the mother between those who hit 
(physical violence) and those who do not. These results may 
indicate, according to Chapple et al. (2005), that it is the lack 
of affection and attachment, rather than lack of discipline, 
that can lead children to adopt inappropriate problem-
solving strategies and aggressive interaction patterns, inclu-
ding CPV behaviors (Gamez-Guadix et al., 2012). They are 
also consistent with work that shows that getting the family 
back is one of the most important reasons for starting the 
process of desistance from crime (Martín, Padrón, & Re-
dondo, 2019). 
Another contribution of this work is to analyze the rela-
tionship between sexism and CPV. The results show a diffe-
rential pattern with respect to the two manifestations of se-
xism, as in other areas of domestic violence (e.g. Martín-
Fernández et al., 2018; Juarros-Basterrechea, Overall, Herre-
ro-Olaizola, & Rodríguez-Díaz, 2019). Hostile sexism increa-
ses the probability of stealing (financial violence) and spitting 
(psychological violence), while benevolent sexism reduces 
the probability of spitting only (psychological violence). It is 
interesting to note how in the case of stealing (financial vio-
lence) and hitting (physical violence), bad communication 
and anger with the mother, respectively, play important ro-
les. The question is whether sexism is at the root of mis-
communication and anger with the mother or whether they 
independently influence behavior.  
When the different dimensions of psychopathy were 
analyzed, it was observed that callousness (lack of empathy 
and remorse) discriminates only in relation to obscene gestu-
res (psychological violence), while uncaring does so for spit-
ting on parents (psychological violence). These results are 
consistent with research that finds that the interpersonal di-
mension of psychopathy is a better predictor of antisocial 
behavior than the affective dimension (García et al., 2018). 
No statistically significant relationship was found between 
unemotional and CPV behaviors, although in the study by 
Ciucci et al., (2013), this influence was only indirect, through 
lack of empathy.  
Something similar occurs with the factors of machiave-
llianism, since the previous results on narcissism, by Calvete 
et al., (2015) with boys and by Loinaz and Sousa (2020) in-
cluding girls, are replicated only with running away (psycho-
logical violence). Machiavellianism is only related to getting 
into debt (financial violence) with parents, while narcissism 
and dominance were never statistically significant. One of 
the questions that this work leaves unanswered, waiting for 
future research, is why none of the predictors, except for 
school year, allows for differentiation between those who in-
timidate their parents and those who do not. When conti-
nuous, not dichotomized, scores of the variables are used, 
only correlations with confidence, anger and communication 
with the mother are found, which, although statistically sig-
nificant, produce a very small effect size.  
The results obtained, although exploratory, provide va-
luable empirical information that may arouse interest in a 
new perspective in the study of CPV. This perspective is ba-
sed on the strength of the knowledge provided by previous 
works but proposes to encourage research on the problem 
from different approaches. The effect sizes obtained with 
the variables studied so far suggest that it may be necessary 
to analyze the contribution of other psychosocial variables 
whose influences are at the inter-group and community level, 
since CPV is a social problem, which goes beyond the mot-
her-child relationship (Holt, 2016). Increasing the size of the 
sample might obtain greater statistical significance of the re-
sults, but if other levels of analysis were also introduced, as 
has been done with intimate-partner violence (Martín-
Fernández et al, 2018), it is likely that their substantive signi-




Allport, F. H. (1934). The J-curve hypothesis of conforming behavior. Jour-
nal of Social Psychology, 5, 141-183. 
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1080/00224545.1934.9919446  
Armsden, G., & Greenberg, M. (1987). The Inventory of parent and peer 
attachment: Individual differences and their relationship to psychologi-
cal well-being in adolescence. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 16, 427-
454. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02202939  
Armstrong, G., Cain, C., Wylie, L., Muftić, L., & Bouffard, L. (2018). Risk 
factor profile of youth incarcerated for child to parent violence: A na-
tionally representative sample. Journal of Criminal Justice, 58, 1-9. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2018.06.002  
Aroca, C., Lorenzo, M., & Miró, C. (2014). La violencia filio-parental: un 
análisis de sus claves [Child-to-parent violence: An analysis of its keys]. 
Anales de Psicología, 30, 157-170. 
https://doi.org/10.6018/analesps.30.1.149521  
Ato, M, López, J., & Benavente, A. (2013). Un sistema de clasificación de 
los diseños de investigación en psicología [A classification system for 
research designs in psychology]. Anales de Psicología, 29, 1038-1059. 
https://doi.org/10.6018/analesps.29.3.178511  
Barry, C., Grafeman, S., Adler, K., & Pickard, J, (2007). The relations 
among narcissism, self-esteem, and delinquency in a sample of at-risk 
adolescents. Journal of Adolescence, 30, 933-942. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2006.12.003  
Beckmann, L., Bergmann, M. C., Fischer, F., & Mößle, T. (2017). Risk and 
protective factors of child-to-parent violence: A comparison between 
physical and verbal aggression. Journal of Interpersonal Violence. Advance 
online publication. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260517746129  
Brezina, T. (1999). Teenage violence towards parents as an adaptation to 
family strain: Evidence from a national survey of male adolescents. 
The behavioral specificity of child-to-parent violence                                                                                             397 
 
anales de psicología / annals of psychology, 2020, vol. 36, nº 3 (october) 
Youth and Society, 30, 416-444. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0044118X99030004002 
Calvete, E., Gámez-Guadix, M., & Orue, I. (2014). Características familiares 
asociadas a violencia filio-parental en adolescentes [Family characteris-
tics associated with philo-parental violence in adolescents]. Anales de 
Psicología, 30, 1176-1182. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.6018/analesps.30.3.166291 
Calvete, E., Gámez-Guadix, M., Orue, I, González, Z., López de Arroyabe, 
E., Sampedro, R., Pereira, R., Zubizarreta, A., & Borrajo, E. (2013). 
Brief report: The adolescent child-to-parent aggression questionnaire: 
An examination of aggression against parents in Spain adolescents. 
Journal of Adolescence, 36, 1077-1081. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2013.08.017 
Calvete, E., & Orue, I. (2013). Cognitive mechanisms of the transmission of 
violence: Exploring gender differences among adolescents exposed to 
family violence. Journal of Family Violence,28, 73-84. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9472-y 
Calvete, E., & Orue, I. (2016). Child-to-parent violence: Frequency and 
reasons for the aggressions against fathers and mothers. Behavioral 
Psychology, 24, 481-495. 
Calvete, E., Orue, I., & Gámez-Guadix, M. (2013) Child-to-parent violence: 
Emotional and behavioral predictors. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 28, 
755-772. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512455869 
Calvete, E., Orue, I., Gámez-Guadix, M., & Bushman, B. (2015). Predictors 
of child-to-parent aggression: A 3-Year longitudinal study. Developmental 
Psychology, 51, 663-676. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0039092 
Calvete, E., Orue, I., & González, J. (2017). Violencia filio-parental: Compa-
rando lo que informan los adolescentes y sus progenitores [Adolescent-
to-parent violence: Comparing what adolescents and their parents re-
port]. Revista de Psicología Clínica con Niños y Adolescentes, 4, 9-15. Retrieved 
from https://www.revistapcna.com/sites/default/files/16-08.pdf 
Calvete, E., Orue, I., & Sampedro, R. (2011) Violencia filio-parental en la 
adolescencia: Características ambientales y personales [Child-to-parent 
violence in adolescence: Environmental and personal characteristics]. 
Infancia y Aprendizaje, 34, 349-363. 
https://doi.org/10.1174/021037011797238577 
Calvete, E., & Pereira, R. (2019). Conceptualización de la violencia filio-
parental, magnitud y teorías explicativas [Conceptualization of child-to-
parent violence, magnitude and explanatory theories]. In E. Calvete and 
R. Pereira (Eds.), La violencia filio-parental. Análisis, evaluación e intervención 
(Chap.1, pp.19-48). Madrid: Alianza. 
Cardeñoso, O., & Calvete, E. (2004). Desarrollo de un inventario de creen-
cias irracionales para adolescentes [The development of an inventory of 
irrational beliefs for adolescents]. Revista Internacional de Psicología Clínica y 
de la Salud, 2, 289-306. Retrieved from 
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=1018885 
Chapple, C., Tyler, K., & Bersani, B. (2005). Child neglect and adolescent 
violence: Examining the effects of self-control and peer rejection. Vio-
lence and Victims, 20, 39-53. https://doi.org/10.1891/vivi.2005.20.1.39 
Ciucci, E., Baroncelli, A., Franchi, M., Golmaryami, F., & Frick, P. (2013). 
The association between callous-unemotional traits and behavioral and 
academic adjustment in children: Further validation of the Inventory of 
Callous-Unemotional Traits. Journal of Psychopathology and Behavioral As-
sessment, 36, 189-200. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10862-013-9384-z 
Contreras, L., Bustos, C., & Cano, M. (2019). Child-to-parent violence ques-
tionnaire (CPV-Q): Validation among Spanish adolescents. International 
Journal of Clinical and Health Psychology, 19, 67-74. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijchp.2018.09.001 
Contreras, L., & Cano, C. (2014). Family profile of young offenders who 
abuse their parents: A comparison with general offenders and non-
offenders. Journal of Family Violence, 29, 901-910. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-014-9637-y 
Contreras, L., & Cano, M. C. (2017). Análisis preliminares de un instrumen-
to para evaluar la violencia filio-parental (C-VIFIP) [Preliminary analy-
ses of a questionnaire to assess child-to-parent violence (C-VIFIP)]. In 
C. Bringas & M. Novo (Eds.), Psicología Jurídica: Conocimiento y práctica 
(pp. 257-214). Sevilla, Spain: Sociedad Española de Psicología Jurídica y 
Forense. Retrieved from http://sepjf.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/12/Vol.-14.-Psicolog%C2%A1a-
Jur%C2%A1dica.-Conocimiento-y-pr%C3%ADctica.pdf 
Coogan, D. (2011). Child-to-parent violence: Challenging perspectives on 
family violence. Child Care in Practice, 17, 347-358. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13575279.2011.596815 
Cottrell, B. (2001). Parent abuse: The abuse of parents by their teenage children. Ot-
tawa, Ontario, Canada: The Family Violence Prevention Unit Health. 
Retrieved from http://www.canadiancrc.com/PDFs/Parent_Abuse-
Abuse_of_Parents_by_Their_Teenage_Children_2001.pdf 
Cottrell, B., & Monk, P. (2004). Adolescent-to-parent abuse: A qualitative 
overview of common themes. Journal of Family Issues, 25, 1072-1095. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X03261330 
Crowne, D., & Marlowe, D. (1960). A new scale of social desirability inde-
pendent of psychopathology. Journal of Consulting Psychology, 24, 349. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0047358 
Del Hoyo-Bilbao, J., Orue, I., Gámez-Guadix, M., & Calvete, E. (2020). 
Multivariate models of child-to-mother violence and child-to-father 
violence among adolescents. European Journal of Psychology Applied to Legal 
Context, 12, 11-21. http://dx.doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2020a2 
Delgado, L., Penelo, E., Fornieles, A., Brun-Gasca, C., & Ollé, M. (2016). 
Estructura factorial y consistencia interna de la versión española del In-
ventario de Apego a Padres y Pares para Adolescentes (IPPA) [Factorial 
structure and internal consistency of the Spanish version of the Parent 
and Peer Attachment Inventory for Adolescents]. Universitas Psychologica, 
15, 327-338. https://doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.upsy15-1.efci 
Downey, L. (1997). Adolescent violence: A systemic and feminist perspecti-
ve. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Family Therapy, 18, 70-79. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1467-8438.1997.tb00272.x 
Essau, C., Sasagawa, S., & Frick, P. (2006). Callous-unemotional traits in a 
community sample of adolescents. Assessment, 13, 454-469. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1073191106287354 
Estévez, E. (2013). Los hijos que agreden a sus padres [Children who abuse 
their parents]. In E. Estévez (Ed.), Los problemas en la adolescencia: Respues-
tas y sugerencias para padres y profesionales (pp. 47-70). Madrid, Spain: Sínte-
sis. 
Expósito, F., Moya, M., & Glick, P. (1998). Sexismo ambivalente: Medición 
y correlatos [Ambivalent sexism: Measurement and correlates]. Revista 
de Psicología Social, 2, 159-169. 
https://doi.org/10.1174/021347498760350641 
Ferrando, P., & Chico, E. (2000). Adaptación y análisis psicométrico de la 
escala de deseabilidad social de Marlowe y Crowne [Adaptation and 
psychometric analysis of the Marlowe and Crowne social desirability 
scale]. Psicothema, 12, 383-389. Retrieved from 
https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/727/72712309.pdf 
Férriz, L., Sobral, J., & Gómez-Fraguela, J. (2018). Empatía y delincuencia 
juvenil: Un meta-análisis sobre la relación. Revista Iberoamericana de Psico-
logía y Salud, 9, 1-16. https://doi.org/10.23923/j.rips.2018.01.011  
Fiscalía General del Estado. (2018). Memoria 2018 de la Fiscalía general del Es-
tado [2018 Report of the Attorney General 's Office]. Madrid, Spain: 
Ministerio de Justicia. Retrieved from 
https://www.fiscal.es/memorias/memoria2018/FISCALIA_SITE/ind
ex.html 
Frick, P. (2003). The Inventory of Callous-Unemotional Traits. Unpublished ma-
nuscript. Retreived from http://labs.uno.edu/developmental-
psychopathology/ICU.html 
Frick, P., Ray, J., Thornton, L., & Kahn, R. (2014). Can callous unemotional 
traits enhance the understanding, diagnosis, and treatment of serious 
conduct problems in children and adolescents? A comprehensive re-
view. Psychological Bulletin, 140, 1-57. 
Frick, P., & White, F. (2008). Research Review: The importance of callous-
unemotional traits for developmental models of aggressive and antiso-
cial behavior. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 4, 359-375. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2007.01862.x 
Galambos, N., Barker, E., & Almeida, D. (2003). Parents do matter: Trajec-
tories of change in externalizing and internalizing problems in early 
adolescence. Child Development, 74, 578-594. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8624.7402017 
Gallego, R., Novo, M., Fariña, F., & Arce, R. (2019). Child-to-parent violen-
ce and parent-to-child violence: A meta-analytic review. European Journal 
of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 11, 51-59. 
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2019a4 
398                                                        Helena Cortina and Ana M. Martín 
anales de psicología / annals of psychology, 2020, vol. 36, nº 3 (october) 
Gámez-Guadix, M., Jaureguizar, J., Almendros, C., & Carrobles, J. (2012). 
Estilos de socialización familiar y violencia de hijos a padres en pobla-
ción española [Family socialization styles and violence from children to 




García, F., & Musitu, G. (2014). Autoconcepto Forma-5 (4th ed.). Madrid, 
Spain: TEA.  
García, C. H., Valle, A., Daniel, L., Grimaldo, N., Grimaldo, B., & Calde-
rón, C. (2018). Psychopathy as a predictor variable of the disposition to 
steal. Revista Iberoamericana de Psicología y Salud, 9, 137-148. 
https://doi.org/10.23923/j.rips.2018.02.019  
Garrido, V. (2005). Los hijos tiranos: El síndrome del emperador [The tyrant chil-
dren: The Emperor Syndrome]. Barcelona, Spain: Ariel. 
Garrido, V., & Galvis, M. J. (2016). La violencia filio-parental: una revisión 
de la investigación empírica en España y sus implicaciones para la pre-
vención y tratamiento [Child-to-parent violence: A review of empirical 
research in Spain and its implications for prevention and treatment]. 




Ghanizadeh, A., & Jafari, P. (2010). Risk factors of abuse of parents by their 
ADHD children. European Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 19, 75-81. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-009-0067-y 
Glick, P., & Fiske, S. (1996). The ambivalent sexism inventory: Differentia-
ting hostile and benevolent sexism. Journal of Personality and Social Psycho-
logy, 70, 491-512. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.70.3.491 
Gray, M. R., & Steinberg, L. (1999). Unpacking Authoritative parenting: 
Reassessing a multidimensional construct. Journal of Marriage and Family, 
61, 574-588. https://doi.org/10.2307/353561 
Gullone, E., & Robinson, K. (2005). The inventory of parent and peer at-
tachment-revised (IPPA-R) for Children: A psychometric investigation. 
Clinical Psychology & Psychotherapy, 12, 67-79. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpp.433 
Hernández, A. (2016). El perfil psicosocial de los agresores y de las víctimas de la vio-
lencia filioparental [The psychosocial profile of aggressors and victims of 
chiold-to-parent violence] (Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Univer-
sidad de La Laguna, Santa Cruz de Tenerife, Spain). 
Holt, A. (2016). Adolescent-to-parent abuse as a form of “domestic violen-
ce”: A conceptual review. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 17, 490-499. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015584372 
Hong, J., Kral, M. Espelage, D., & Allen, P. (2012). The social ecology of 
adolescent-initiated parent abuse: A review of the literature. Child 
Psychiatry and Human Development, 43, 431-454. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10578-011-0273-y 
Ibabe, I. (2014). Direct and indirect effects of family violence on child-to-
parent violence. Estudios de Psicología, 35, 137-167. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/02109395.2014.893647 
Ibabe, I., Arnoso, A., & Elorriaga, E. (2014). Behavioral problems and de-
pressive symptomatology as predictors of child-to-parent violence. Eu-
ropean Journal of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 6, 53-61. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpal.2014.06.004 
Ibabe, I., & Bentler, P. (2016). The contribution of family relationships to 
child-to-parent violence. Journal of Family Violence, 31, 259-269. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-015-9764-0 
Ibabe, I., & Jaureguizar, J. (2011). El perfil psicológico de los menores de-
nunciados por violencia filio-parental [The psychological profile of mi-
nors reported for child-to-parent violence]. Revista Española de Investiga-
ción Criminológica, 9, 1-19. Retrieved from 
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/descarga/articulo/4783163.pdf 
Ibabe, I. Jaureguizar, J., & Bentler, P. (2013). Risk factors for child-to-parent 
violence. Journal of Family Violence, 28, 523-534. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-013-9512-2 
Ibabe, I., Jaureguizar J., & Díaz, O. (2009). Adolescent violence against pa-
rents. Is it a consequence of gender inequality? European Journal of 
Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 1, 3-24. Retrieved from 
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=3010988 
Juarros-Basterrechea, J., Overall, N., Herrero-Olaizola, J. B., & Rodríguez-
Díaz, F. J. (2019). Considering the effect of sexism on psychological in-
timate partner violence: A study with imprisoned men. The European 
Journal of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 11, 61-69. 
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2019a1 
Laursen, B., & Collins, W. A. (2009). Parent-child relationships during ado-
lescence. In R. M. Lerner & L. Steinberg (Eds.), Handbook of adolescent 
psychology: Vol. 2. Contextual influences on adolescent development (3rd ed., pp. 
3-42). Hoboken, NJ: Willey. 
López-Romero, L., Gómez-Fraguela, J. A., & Romero, E. (2015). Assessing 
callous-unemotional traits in a Spanish sample of institutionalized 
youths: The Inventory of Callous-Unemotional Traits. Journal of Psycho-
pathology and Behavioral Assessment, 37, 392-406. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10862-014-9469-3 
Loinaz, I., & de Sousa, A. M. (2020). Assessing risk and protective factors in 
clinical and judicial child-to-parent violence cases. European Journal of 
Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 12, 43-51. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2020a5 
Martín, A. M., Padrón, F., & Redondo, S. (2019). Early narratives of desis-
tance from crime in different prison regimes. European Journal of Psycho-
logy Applied to Legal Context, 11, 71-79. 
https://journals.copmadrid.org/ejpalc  
Martín-Fernández, M., Gracia, E., Marco, M., Vargas, V., Santirso, F. A., & 
Lila, M. (2018). Measuring acceptability of intimate partner violence 
against women: Development and validation of the A-IPVAW scale. 
European Journal of Psychology Applied to Legal Context, 10, 26-34. 
https://doi.org/10.5093/ejpalc2018a3  
McNatt, D. B. (2000). Ancient Pygmalion joins contemporary management: 
A meta-analysis of the result. Journal of Applied Psychology, 85, 314-22. 
https://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.85.2.314 
Monteiro, A., Vázquez, M. J., Seijo, D., & Arce, R. (2018). ¿Son los criterios 
de realidad válidos para clasificar y discernir entre memorias de hechos 
auto-experimentados y de eventos vistos en vídeo? [Are the reality cri-
teria valid to classify and to discriminate between memories of self-
experienced events and memories of video-observed events?]. Revista 
Iberoamericana de Psicología y Salud, 9, 149-160. 
https://doi.org/10.23923/j.rips.2018.02.020 
Morales-Vives, F., Cosi, S., Lorenzo-Seva, U., & Vigil-Colet, A. (2019). The 
INventory of Callous-Unemotional tTaits and Antisocial Behaviour 
(INCA) for young people: Development and validation in a community 
sample. Frontiers in Psychology, 10, 713. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00713 
Orue, I. (2019). Rasgos individuales de los adolescentes que ejercen VFP 
[Individual traits of adolescents who exert child-to-parent violence]. In 
E. Calvete y R. Pereira (Eds.), La violencia filio-parental. Análisis, evaluación 
e intervención (pp. 111-131). Madrid, Spain: Alianza. 
Orue, I., & Calvete, E. (2010). Elaboración y validación de un cuestionario 
para medir la exposición a la violencia en infancia y adolescencia [Deve-
lopment and validation of a questionnaire to measure exposure to vio-
lence in childhood and adolescence]. International Journal of Psychology and 
Psychological Therapy, 10, 279-292. Retrieved from 
https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/560/56017095006.pdf 
Pagani, L., Tremblay, R., Nagin, D., Zoccolillo, M., Vitaro, F., & McDuff, P. 
(2004). Risk factor models for adolescent verbal and physical aggres-
sion toward mothers. Journal of Family Violence, 24, 173-182. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01650250444000243 
Pagani, L., Tremblay, R., Nagin, D., Zoccolillo, M., Vitaro, F., & McDuff, P. 
(2009). Risk factor models for adolescent verbal and physical aggres-
sion toward fathers. International Journal of Behavioral Development, 28, 528-
537. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-008-9216-1 
Pereira, R., Loinaz, I., Del Hoyo-Bilbao, J., Arrospide, J., Bertino, L., Calvo, 
A., . . .Gutiérrez, M. M. (2017). Propuesta de definición de violencia fi-
lio-parental: Consenso de la Sociedad Española para el Estudio de la 
Violencia Filio-Parental (SEVIFIP) [Proposal for a definition of filio-
parental violence: Consensus of the Spanish Society for the Study of Fi-
lio-Parental Violence (SEVIFIP)]. Papeles del Psicólogo, 38, 216-223. 
https://doi.org/10.23923/pap.psicol2017.2839 
Parra, A., Oliva, A., & Sánchez, I. (2004). Evolución y determinantes de la 
autoestima durante los años adolescentes [Evolution and determinants 
of self-esteem during the adolescent years]. Anuario de Psicología, 35, 331-
The behavioral specificity of child-to-parent violence                                                                                             399 
 
anales de psicología / annals of psychology, 2020, vol. 36, nº 3 (october) 
346. Retrieved from 
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=1004524 
Redondo, L., Fariña, F., Seijo, D., Novo, M., & Arce, R. (2019). A meta-
analytical review of the responses in the MMPI-2/MMPI-2-RF clinical 
and restructured scales of parents in child custody dispute. Anales de Psi-
cología, 35, 156-165. http://dx.doi.org/10.6018/analesps.35.1.338381 
Rodríguez, Y., & Carrera, M. (2009). Validación de la versión reducida de las 
escalas ASI y AMI en una muestra de estudiantes españoles [Validation 
of the reduced version of the ASI and AMI scales in a sample of Spa-
nish students]. Psicogente, 12, 284-295. Retrieved from 
https://dialnet.unirioja.es/servlet/articulo?codigo=3265018 
Simmons, M., McEwan, T., Purcell, R., & Ogloff, J. (2018). Sixty years of 
child-to-parent abuse research: What we know and where to go. Aggres-
sion and Violent Behavior, 38, 31-52. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2017.11.001 
Simmons, M. L., McEwan, T. E., & Purcell, R. (2019a). “But all kids yell at 
their parents, don’t they?”: Social norms about child-to-parent abuse in 
Australia. Journal of Family Issues, 40, 1486-1508. 
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0192513X19842587 
Simmons, M. L., McEwan, T. E., Purcell, R., & Huynh, M. (2019b). The 
Abusive Behaviour by Children-Indices (ABC-I): a measure to discri-
minate between normative and abusive child behaviour. Journal of Family 
Violence, 34, 663-676. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-019-00071-1 
Straus, M., & Fauchier, A. (2008). The international parenting study. Retrieved 
from http://pubpages.unh.edu/~mas2/IPS.htm 
Straus, M. A., Hamby, S. L., Finkelhor, D.,Moore, D.W., & Runyan, D. 
(1998). Identification of child maltreatment with the parent–child con-
flict tactics scales: development and psychometric data for a national 
sample of American parents. Child Abuse and Neglect, 22, 249–270. 
doi:10.1016/S0145-2134(97)00174-9. 
Strom, K., Warner, T., Tichavsky, L., & Zahn, M. (2014). Policing juveniles: 
Domestic violence arrest policies, gender and police response to child-
to-parent violence. Crime and Delinquency, 60, 427-450. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128710376293 
Trechera, J., Millán, G., & Fernández, E. (2008). Estudio empírico del tras-
torno narcisista de la personalidad [Empirical study of narcissistic per-
sonality disorder]. Acta Colombiana de Psicología, 11, 25-36. Retrieved 
from https://editorial.ucatolica.edu.co/index.php/acta-colombiana-
psicologia/article/view/298 
Tremblay, P., & Dozois, D. (2009). Another perspective on trait aggressive-
ness: Overlap with early maladaptive schemas. Personality and Individual 
Differences, 46, 569-574. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2008.12.009 
Ulman, A., & Straus, M. (2003). Violence by children against mothers in re-
lation to violence between parents and corporal punishment by parents. 
Journal of Comparative Family Studies, 34, 41-60. 
https://doi.org/10.3138/jcfs.34.1.41 
Vilariño, M., Amado, B. G., Vázquez, M. J., & Arce, R. (2018). Psychologi-
cal harm in women victims of intimate partner violence: Epidemiology 
and quantification of injury in mental health markers. Psychosocial Inter-
vention, 27(3), 145-152. https://doi.org/10.5093/pi2018a23  
Williams, M. Tuffin, K., & Niland, P. (2016). “It’s like he just goes off, 
boom!”: Mothers and grandmothers make sense of child-to-parent vio-
lence. Child and Family Social Work, 22, 597-606. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/cfs.12273 
Young, J., Klosko, J., & Weishaar, M. (2003). Schema therapy. A practitioner’s 
guide. New York: Guilford Press. 
 
